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Key findings 

 

• The watercourses around the estate are naturally productive and 

have great potential to support an abundance of aquatic life, including 

trout.  

• Well vegetated buffers along the banks in many areas create 

excellent habitat for aquatic and terrestrial wildlife. 

• Most of the watercourses visited have been straightened historically, 

reducing their ability to maintain a naturally varied channel. 

Nonetheless, several areas are recovering, and low numbers of small 

trout were observed, highlighting the potential to reinstate healthy 

trout becks if the habitat quality and connectivity can be improved. 

• The online ponds will always be susceptible to in-filling with as any 

impoundment on a watercourse creates a trap for sediment. For this 

reason, it is generally preferable to manage ponds as offline 

waterbodies, maintained only by a minimum sweetening flow 

required. 

• The dams and weirs of the ponds prevent fish from other areas of the 

catchment accessing potentially important spawning and nursery 

areas. This has the knock-on impact of preventing natural 

recruitment of fish (particularly juveniles) to the estate waters from 

populations downstream.  

• Trout remain present in areas of the state and any habitat 

improvements could help to safeguard those populations.  

• The retention of in-channel structure (aquatic macrophytes and 

woody material) is important in optimising the quality of habitat for 

fish and invertebrates. In the absence of more targeted habitat 

improvements it can also be beneficial in assisting the more modified 

channel sections to naturally recover over time – as is occurring 

within Becks Plantation. 
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 Introduction 

On the 25th June 2021, the Wild Trout Trust undertook and Advisory Visit 

to the headwaters of Winteringham Beck, a small tributary of the River 

Derwent; this follows a previous walkover survey of the catchment 

undertaken for East Yorkshire Rivers Trust. The aim of the visit was to 

provide habitat assessment and advice and recommend actions to improve 

trout populations on the estate.  

Normal convention is applied throughout this report with respect to bank 

identification, i.e. the banks are designated left bank (LB) or right bank (RB) 

whilst looking downstream. The Ordnance Survey National Grid Reference 

system is used to identify specific locations. 

 Background  

River  Winteringham Beck/Newton Beck 

Waterbody Name  Scampston Beck catchment (trib of Derwent) 

Waterbody ID  GB104027067790 

Operational Catchment  Derwent Upper Yorkshire 

Management 

Catchment  
Derwent Humber 

River Basin District  Humber 

Current Ecological 

Quality  
Moderate  

U/S Grid Ref inspected  SE 88029 71452 

D/S Grid Ref inspected  SE 88510 72990 

Length of river 

inspected (KM) 
2 

The headwaters of Wintringham Beck rise as a series of springs along the 

northern edge of the Yorkshire Wolds, with one main named tributary, 

Newton Beck, which is encompassed within the Place Newon Estate. 

Downstream of the Lakes on the Estate, the watercourse becomes known 

as Winteringham Beck, which flows in a northerly direction to Scampston, 

where the water course splits to form the Fish Ponds and Blakey Beck. When 

these re-join downstream they form Scampston Beck, which continues 

across the Vale of Pickering to the River Derwent. The underlying chalk 

geology of the headwaters imparts a high natural productivity and provides 

an ample supply of chalk gravel to the becks, supporting high potential 

habitat quality for invertebrate life and trout. Further information on the 

wider catchment can be found in the Scampston Beck Walkover 

Investigation report on the WTT website - 

https://www.wildtrout.org/av/scampston-beck-catchment-walkover. 

https://www.wildtrout.org/av/scampston-beck-catchment-walkover


   
 

5 
 

 

https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning/WaterBody/GB104027067790 

Under the 2019 Water Framework Directive (WFD) assessment, Scampston 

Beck is designated as heavily modified waterbody (HMWB), which indicates 

that the channel morphology and/or hydrology has been altered by human 

activity to an extent that impacts upon their ecology. Correspondingly, it is 

assessed against ‘Ecological potential’ rather than ‘Ecological status’.  

The waterbody is classified as Moderate Ecological Potential, being Poor for 

Fish, Bad for Dissolved Oxygen, Moderate for Phosphate, and now Fail for 

‘Mercury and its compounds’ and ‘Polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDE)’ 

- most UK waterbodies now fail on the latter following its recent inclusion 

as a parameter for assessment.  

These classifications cover the whole Scampston Beck sub-catchment (not 

specifically the headwater area around Place Newton), but they highlight 

the wider ecological issues on the catchment and benefits that could be 

achieved through improving the accessibility and quality of vital spawning 

and juvenile habitat in the headwaters. Providing access to the estate 

waters for fish from downstream could greatly improve juvenile fish 

recruitment around the estate while also helping to repopulate areas 

downstream with any overproduction, thereby bolstering trout populations 

on the wider catchment. Any increased recruitment would also help to 

ensure that the Place Newton Estate waters are well populated with trout.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning/WaterBody/GB104027067790
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 Habitat Assessment  

3.1. Newton Beck 

Like most river catchments around the UK, the headwaters of Winteringham 

Beck have been historically modified for agriculture and other land use, with 

significant straightening and realignment undertaken. This has left many 

vital small streams like Newton Beck shorter in length and incised well below 

their banks. They lack the sinuosity and width and depth variability they 

should naturally support (Figure 1). While most are still capable of 

supporting fish and invertebrate life, the abundance and diversity is often 

greatly reduced. Good instream habitat quality is characterised by a pool-

riffle-glide sequence, and meander bends are essential to create and 

maintain this; in a straightened channel, the vital variety is absent.  

This was certainly the case in the upper areas of Newton Beck, where 

generous buffer strips, healthy spring-fed flow and clean gravels have the 

potential to support a far greater habitat if the channel meandered. With 

more natural bends, thus resulting deeper pools and pockets, most areas 

of the beck would have originally held small adult trout.  

 
Figure 1. A straightened section of Newton Beck. The basic potential is obvious from the 

high-quality gravel and luxuriant bankside vegetation that has been provided by generous 

buffer strips. However, the straight, uniform channel reduces the range and quality of 

habitat provided.  

Further downstream, the watercourse enters Becks Plantation, where the 

extent of straightening and incision is less and habitat quality improves. 

Increasing areas of light penetration to the beck would be beneficial, but in 

general, the wooded nature of the watercourse is valuable, offering shading 

and reducing the potential for excess warming in low flow summer 
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conditions. The watercourse emanating from Oak Plane Spring provides a 

valuable input of flow, providing the beck greater energy to rework the bed 

and banks and contributing to the development of a more varied channel 

(Figure 2).  

 
Figure 2. The confluence of Newton Beck and the tributary emanating from Oak Plane 

Spring. Note how the greater channel capacity and less incised channel is able to adjust 

and provide more varied flow and habitat. This continues to develop through the plantation. 

Progressing downstream though the plantation, realignment of Newton 

Beck has clearly occurred, but lateral erosion is beginning to naturally re-

meander the channel. Accumulations of branches and woody material 

creates areas of increased flow velocity, which scour the bed and banks to 

develop bends and pools, and slower flow that facilitates deposition and 

maintains a channel’s dimensions (Figure 3). 

Woody material provides other vital functions within a watercourse, creating 

cover and shelter for fish and invertebrates and offering refuge from 

predators and high flows. The structure provided can also act as a surrogate 

for aquatic plants within shaded, wooded areas where growth is reduced. 

While the Oak Plane Spring tributary was not inspected during this 

visit, it is covered in the Scampston Beck Walkover Investigation.  

A series of online duck flighting ponds (now disused) there reduce 

the riverine habitat quality and accessibility for fish. What should be 

a valuable spawning beck is currently limited by the weirs/dams but 

could be greatly improved by their removal. Improvements to the 

watercourse downstream of the ponds through re-meandering 

would also be valuable. 
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Many invertebrate species will also feed upon the material as it decomposes, 

boosting natural productivity, so it is important to retain woody material in 

place wherever possible.  

 
Figure 3. Valuable in-channel structure created by woody material that is kick-starting the 

development of a more varied channel and bed profile and creating a substrate for 

emergent vegetation. However, note the excessive accumulation of fine sediment across 

the bed and beck margins, signifying an oversupply from u/s – probably erosion of the 

tracks (SE 88314 71727 and elsewhere on Newton Beck), and of beck banks within the 

pheasant pen. In most cases it is beneficial to replace regularly used fords with a clear-

span bridge or oversized, well-sunken culvert.  

As shown in Figure 3, the increased flow diversity and deposition around 

woody material can help to highlight when there is an oversupply of fine 

sediment to a watercourse. Here, the excess deposition is likely to be a 

result of increased erosion and fine sediment supply from the track crossing 

upstream and possibly erosion within the pheasant release pen that 

encompasses the beck further upstream in the plantation. Moving the 

release pen fence so that it does not encompass the watercourse would be 

beneficial. There is a fundamental difference between natural erosion and 

associated sediment input that is vital in maintaining a healthy diverse 

channel (or re-sculpting an artificially modified channel) and an oversupply 

of sediment (usually fine material) that occurs from excessive erosion 

and/or runoff and provides none of the benefits.  

Some great examples woody material developing channel sinuosity were 

observed further downstream, where the still straightened but recovering 

channel now supports a far more sinuous flow pathway and deeper pool 

features (Figure 4, Figure 5 & Figure 6). Over time, the sinuosity and depth 

will continue to develop and provide even better habitat. The deeper 

pockets in these areas were the first in which trout were observed.  
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Figure 4. A relatively straight section of channel (red line) in which the natural accumulation 

of woody material is delivering real improvements to channel sinuosity (blue line), 

morphology and habitat quality (particularly increased depth variability). The sediment and 

woody material deposition to the right of shot (foreground) helps to focus flow along the 

left bank, scouring deeper pool habitat. 

 
Figure 5. A similar scenario to Figure 4, with good potential trout spawning habitat in the 

foreground and background, deeper pool habitat on the bends. Trout were observed in this 

area (white ellipses). Again, note the improved habitat is a function of the more naturally 

sinuous channel, complemented by the woody material inputs.   
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Figure 6. At a much sharper right-angle bend, where the flow runs hard into the roots of a 

tree, the pool depth created (>50cm) was sufficient to support several fish, with a larger 

adult trout and several smaller juveniles observed. The trailing log further enhances the 

pool with valuable cover and increased flow diversity (white ellipse). Encouraging the beck 

to develop more acute bends would greatly improve the available habitat.  

 

3.2. The Park 

To the east side of the park, springs within an area of woodland give rise to 

two small ponds/lakes. These were not inspected in detail, but the artificially 

raised weir at the outlet of the lower lake created an obstruction to fish 

passage (Figure 7). This may seem inconsequential bearing in mind the 

small catchment area upstream, but areas around natural springs 

(upstream and downstream of the ponds) often provide important spawning 

areas for resident trout. Allowing free access for fish to these areas could 

therefore potentially increase natural fish production. Ensuring that the 

outlet weir is a more gradual, regraded bed (as low gradient as possible), 

rather than a vertical step would greatly improve the situation. Consider 

that spawning fish in these small streams could be anything from 15cm and 

upward.  
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Figure 7. Modification of the outlet weir to a low gradient gradual incline of coarse gravel 

and cobble could greatly ease fish passage and facilitate natural repopulation of the lake 

through recruitment and dispersal from downstream. 

The channel downstream of the lake was overcapacity, straightened and 

uniform, following past dredging and weed clearance. Stone turning 

revealed a range of native invertebrate species (Figure 9); however, the 

diversity and abundance was reduced in the areas with fewer plants and 

structure. 

Removing weed from a channel removes important habitat for invertebrates 

and reduces the benefits it would otherwise bring in consolidating the flow 

of the watercourse into a narrower, more dynamic channel. What has the 

potential to be high quality trout spawning and juvenile habitat is currently 

underperforming but could be easily improved through the reinstatement 

of a more naturally sinuous course. This area could be greatly enhanced 

through the installation of more structure (woody material, flow deflectors 

etc.) and allowing the aquatic vegetation to flourish or, ideally, by restoring 

the beck to a meandering course through the adjacent land. There is no 

doubt that this area of beck could be modified to support a population of 

resident wild trout; in the process, making an aesthetic stream feature 

within the parkland. The absence of grazing in the park makes this an ideal 

opportunity, as fencing would not be required along the watercourse.  
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Figure 8. The currently over-capacity channel could be reinstated to a high-quality 

meandering beck and visually pleasing feature of the parkland.  

 

 
Figure 9. Turning of one large stone on the watercourse revealed the excellent diversity 

and abundance of aquatic invertebrates, with various mayfly, stonefly and caddisfly 

present, along with freshwater shrimp and limpet. Alongside in-stream habitat 

improvements, this is raw potential for a high-quality trout stream. 
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Newton Beck flanks the west side of the park, where its straightened and 

somewhat incised channel suffered the same habitat issues as areas further 

upstream. Again, some lateral erosion over the years has started to create 

slight bends and some deeper areas, but more ambitious re-meandering 

could really see its resident wildlife flourish (trout populations are already 

upstream). The existing buffer of uncut vegetation should be retained and 

similar promoted around the estate wherever possible (most areas are 

already well buffered and free from the impact of livestock).  

 
Figure 10. The straightened lower reaches of Newton Beck may be able to support fish now 

but could be greatly improved as part of a wider channel restoration scheme in the park 

(and elsewhere).  

3.3. The Main Lake (and downstream) 

The main ornamental lake (Figure 11) is an online feature, requiring a large 

sediment trap upstream to prevent it from rapidly filling with silt and bed 

material supplied from upstream. The process will also accumulate excess 

nutrients which create the excess algal growth in the lake. This is the 

perennial issue with online ponds and lakes. It is far better to only supply 

the minimum flow (and associated sediment and nutrients) required to 

maintain them, retaining the majority of the flow and sediment within an 

adjacent watercourse. The volume of water received by the lake is clearly 

far more than is necessary, with an overspill (Figure 12) and monk (Figure 

13) required to take the flow, particularly in wet conditions.  

In this instance, the solution would require creation of a naturalised bypass 

channel around the lake, the wider ecological benefits of which should not 

be overlooked. Doing similar could greatly reduce the rate at which the 

sediment trap and lake fill with sediment (coarse and fine), reduce nutrient 
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input to the lake, create valuable watercourse habitat and reinstate much-

needed fish passage on the catchment, ensuring the health of resident fish 

populations. 

Trout could continue to inhabit the lake, despite the reduced flow 

throughput, and additional or alternative species could be considered such 

as tench, roach, rudd, crucian carp and perch which would be better suited 

to a eutrophic lowland estate lake.  

 
Figure 11. looking upstream at the lake. Newton Beck arrives via the silt trap, over a weir 

(right of shot), while the spring tributary from the east side of the park arrives directly (left 

of shot).  
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Figure 12. The overspill from the lake: a complete barrier on the beck, isolating the trout 

populations upstream and preventing access to spawning and nursery areas from 

downstream.  

 
Figure 13. As with the overspill, the monk is completely impassable to any fish attempting 

to move upstream.  

Downstream of the lake, the watercourse becomes known as Winteringham 

Beck, although a large proportion of the flow is within an alternative 

channel, fed by the lake’s monk, which re-joins the beck a short distance 

downstream. The combined flow of both watercourses with a new restored 
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bypass channel would certainly be sufficient to create a high-quality trout 

stream.  

The channel here is uniform and overcapacity but is already hinting at a 

more natural inset course, highlighted by the light-coloured substrate 

(Figure 14). The areas of fine sediment deposition on the inside bends of 

the inset meanders are suspected to be the result of natural narrowing by 

emergent vegetation which was recently removed. That vegetation 

structure was doing a valuable job of pinching the flow into a narrower, 

sinuous course (note the deeper narrower channel and cleaner gravel).  

Even without restoration, formalising the channel to that narrower inset 

course would greatly improve habitat quality through this section but, left 

un-dredged, emergent vegetation should start to reinstate the benefits over 

time (at least in the well-lit areas). Woody material could be installed in the 

shaded areas to re-energise the channel and kick-start similar natural 

geomorphological processes.  

 
Figure 14. Winteringham Beck, downstream of the lake. The deeper more sinuous inset 

flow pathway can be seen by the areas of gravel that haven scoured clean in higher flow.  

 

 Recommendations 

There are a wide range of recommendations that could apply to watercourse 

management on Newton Estate, ranging from basic reduced channel 

maintenance and increasing in-channel habitat structure, right up to major 

channel restoration. Invariably, the greater the level of intervention the 

greater the ultimate reward in terms of habitat improvement and ecological 

gains. With this in mind, the greatest benefit options will be listed first. 
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4.1. Channel restoration 

4.1.1. Bypass channel  

The greatest overall improvement could be delivered by creating a 

naturalised bypass channel that would take the majority of the flow around 

the lakes to allow free fish passage through Place Newton Estate and 

reinstate the natural spawning areas of the upper catchment. The bonus 

being a reduced requirement for sediment removal lower nutrient 

input/algal growth. 

Similar, and much larger scale bypass projects have been undertaken all 

around the country to restore rivers and improve native fish populations. 

The following example was delivered by the WTT on the River Glaven in 

Norfolk - www.wildtrout.org/content/bayfield-project-river-glaven. A 

scheme of this nature could create a real aesthetic feature of the restored 

watercourses around the park, improve fish populations and reduce the 

maintenance burden of the lake. 

4.2. Channel restoration within the park 

Both Newton Beck and the spring-fed tributary could be re-meandered to 

great effect, creating sinuous, high-quality channels capable of supporting 

many more trout. Owing to their location, watercourses could be 

transformed into aesthetic and high value features of the park (see 

Appendix Case study – River Glaven, Beck Farm, Hunworth).  

4.3. Improving fish passage at the smaller pond 

Removing the weir at the outlet to the smaller pond would improve fish 

access but would lower water levels. An alternative option would be to 

install more cobbles at the d/s side to create a basic rock ramp easement 

(Figure 15).  

http://www.wildtrout.org/content/bayfield-project-river-glaven
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Figure 15. The installation of a rock ramp easement on a much larger watercourse. Note 

how the creation of a continual gradient coarse substrate can ease the step to facilitate 

improved fish passage. This could be replicated in miniature at the pond outlet.  

4.4. Woody material retention within the plantation 

The natural tree-fall and woody material accumulations along Newton beck 

within the plantation should be retained as they are already providing 

significant habitat enhancement and assisting natural recovery of the 

channel.  

4.5. Allowing unmaintained watercourse buffer 

The existing habitat quality of the riparian buffers along most sections of 

watercourse should be maintained, wherever possible resisting the 

temptation to tidy or mow them. The species diversity (in particular 

herbaceous vegetation) should be allowed to naturally flourish, to the 

benefit of all wildlife inhabiting the watercourse corridors. Continued 

livestock exclusion is strongly recommended to facilitate this as grazing 

would degrade these valuable riparian habitats.  

4.1. Habitat improvements 

4.1.1. Lodged woody material 

Tree trunks can be felled to create a coppice, encouraging low-level 

regrowth from the stool; in the process, providing material that can be 

lodged between two or more standing trunks (Figure 16), or hung over 

another tree if a ‘V’ branch is available (Figure 17). Again, this should be 

undertaken very sparingly, to avoid loss of habitat and the creation of a 

maintenance burden as the bushy regrowth ensues. 
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Figure 16. A flow deflector, securely but naturally lodged in place between two upright 

trees (red circle). The technique can utilise a single pole (primarily to increase scour) or a 

branched limb (to create greater flow dissipation or diversity, depending upon how it is 

used). The elevated butt end (bank end) reduces the potential detrimental bank scour 

usually associated with d/s deflectors as a through-flow is maintained along the bank. 

 
Figure 17. Medium-sized, lodged woody material, securely anchored naturally by the ‘V’ of 

the branches against an upright tree. 
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4.1. Pinned woody material 

In straightened watercourses, channel sinuosity can be enhanced through 

the installation of dense brash, tree canopies or entire shrubs to the river 

margin (Figure 18 & Figure 19).  

 
Figure 18 Alder top (canopy) pinned into the river margin to increase flow sinuosity and 

focus scour in the opposite side of the channel, while also providing valuable in-channel 

cover and encouraging deposition downstream.  

 
Figure 19 Ash and willow pinned woody material. The structures proposed would be a 

combination of this and the one pictured in Figure 18. 
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4.2. Flow deflectors 

Strategically placed flow deflectors to drive bed scour would be beneficial 

(Figure 20). Upstream facing undershot deflectors are usually best suited 

to this purpose as they direct flow across the channel (installed to be 

undershot, to create maximum bed scour). 

 
Figure 20 An upstream facing, undershot flow deflector, driving scour into the bed.  

These techniques could all be employed to drive further improvements 

within the wooded areas of Newton Beck, upstream of the house, and in the 

upper reaches of Winteringham Beck, downstream of the lake. 

 

 Further assistance 

The WTT may be able to offer further assistance such as:  

• Project proposal  

o Further to this report, the WTT can devise a more detailed 

project proposal reports for individual sections. This would 

usually highlight specific locations for work, the next steps and 

how they can be achieved, with the report forming part of an 

environmental permit or land drainage consent application.  

• Project development 
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o WTT may be able to assist in developing a future project on the 

estate, working alongside partners like the Environment Agency 

and other local NGOs.   

• WTT Practical Visit  

o Where recipients require assistance to carry out the 

improvements highlighted in an advisory report, there is the 

possibility of WTT staff conducting a practical visit. This would 

consist of 1-3 days’ work, with a WTT Conservation Officer(s) 

teaming up with interested parties to demonstrate habitat 

enhancement methods (e.g. tree kickers and willow laying 

etc.). Depending upon the scale of the work planned, this may 

require development a formal project funded through the 

Environment Agency which the WTT can assist with/lead on. 

The WTT website library has a wide range of free materials in video and PDF 

format on habitat management and improvement: 

www.wildtrout.org/content/wtt-publications 

We have also produced a 70-minute DVD called ‘Rivers: Working for Wild 

Trout’ which graphically illustrates the challenges of managing river habitat 

for wild trout, with examples of good and poor habitat and practical 

demonstrations of habitat improvement. Additional sections of film cover 

key topics in greater depth, such as woody debris, enhancing fish 

populations and managing invasive species.  

The DVD is available to buy for £10.00 from our website shop 

www.wildtrout.org/shop/products/rivers-working-for-wild-trout-dvd or by 

calling the WTT office on 02392 570985. 
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https://www.wildtrout.org/content/wtt-publications
http://www.wildtrout.org/shop/products/rivers-working-for-wild-trout-dvd
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Case study – River Glaven, Beck Farm, Hunworth 

A river restoration project involving reconnecting the floodplain and 

remeandering the river channel was completed on the River Glaven at 

Hunworth in North Norfolk in August 2010.  

The impetus for the project arose from an application by Stody Estate (the 

landowners) to increase abstraction from the river for irrigation. Because of 

the existing low flow stresses on the river, the end result of this was a 

switch from summer to winter abstraction and the construction of irrigation 

reservoirs on the farm; a planning condition relating to this was ecological 

mitigation, and this project was the result.  

The project took place on a 350-metre reach which, in the distant past, had 

been straightened and moved to the edge of the floodplain, probably for 

the purposes of milling. Subsequent dredging had lowered the riverbed and 

further disconnected the floodplain.   

The restoration took place in two stages. The first was the removal of 

embankments and lowering of the floodplain to a natural level, with the 

spoil incorporated into adjacent arable fields on the valley sides. The second 

was the creation of the meanders, which were dug in the dry alongside the 

straight channel, and imported gravel was placed to create riffles. Finally, 

the meanders were connected to the channel and the redundant sections of 

the straight channel back-filled with spoil.  

The restoration was designed and supervised by Professor Richard Hey, a 

professional fluvial geomorphologist recently retired from the University of 

East Anglia. The works were overseen by the Wild Trout Trust acting as an 

ecological clerk of works, to ensure compliance with legislation relating to 

the protected species present including native crayfish, water voles, otters 

and others.  

The work was a partnership effort between the landowners, Stody Estate, 

and Wild Trout Trust, Environment Agency, Norfolk Wildlife Trust, River 

Glaven Conservation Group, Professor Richard Hey, University College of 

London and the Centre for Environment Fisheries and Aquaculture Science 

(CEFAS). The site was subsequently monitored by a research team from 

University College London, Queen Mary University of London, with two PhD 

and four MSc studies on the site.  

The land alongside the river was included in a Higher Level Stewardship 

agreement and managed by conservation grazing. The project increased 

the river channel length by c.30% and it inundates the floodplain at much 

lower flow stages than previously, providing flood attenuation and trapping 

fine sediment in addition to biodiversity gains.  

This project led on to further restoration projects elsewhere on the River 

Glaven, including at Bayfield Hall where a restored river channel was formed  
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around the estate lake (http://www.wildtrout.org/wttblog/springwatch-

features-the-beautiful-bayfield-estate).   

  

  

Photo 25 Beck Farm reach before the project, showing the embankments, incised channel and steep-sided 

banks (Photo: Steve Henson).  

  

Photo 26 Removal of embankments and floodplain lowering (Photo: Steve Henson).  

http://www.wildtrout.org/wttblog/springwatch-features-the-beautiful-bayfield-estate
http://www.wildtrout.org/wttblog/springwatch-features-the-beautiful-bayfield-estate
http://www.wildtrout.org/wttblog/springwatch-features-the-beautiful-bayfield-estate
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Photo 27 Excavation of meander bends, creating gross levels for pool-riffle sequence.  

  

Photo 28 Three years after completion, low water.  
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Photo 29 Same view as above, high water (Photo: Ross Haddow).  
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Photo 30 Pre and post-project plan form and levels (Photos: Ross Haddow; Levels 

UCL/QMUL).  
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Photo 31 Restored reach the year following completion (Photo: Ross Haddow).  

  

 


